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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The rejections of the claims under 35 USC 1 12,1st paragraph, and 
35 USC 103 were discussed. Applicants traversed the written description rejection by arguing that the recited 
glycosidase from the Xanthomonas species were adequately described in the specification and that the said 
glycosidase were previously allowed in related cases US Serial Nos. 08/560,809 and 08/596,250. Applicants traverse 
the rejection of the claims under 35 USC 103 by arguing that the references do not specifically teach a purified 
glycosidase from Xanthomonas holcicola, Xanthomonas manihotis, or Xanthomonas oryzae, where said glycosidase 
has a specific and defined substrate specificity. 
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